The Monroe Doctrine was signed into law in 1823 5 by President James Monroe in order to exert the position that the United States would not tolerate further colonization by European powers in the Western Hemisphere. Additionally, the U.S.
agreed not to seize existing European colonial possessions unless they threatened U.S. national security. 6 Since the initiation of this doctrine, U.S. presidents have invoked modifications of this decree against foreign influence: Theodore Roosevelt in 1905, John F. Kennedy during the Cuban Missile Crisis in 1962, and Ronald Reagan during the liberation of Grenada from Communist revolutionaries in 1983. Expanding on the tenants of the Monroe Doctrine, the U.S. has also asserted its regional interests by way of The Good Neighbor Policy of 1933. 7 U.S. presidents have historically and deliberately asserted their regional stewardship to check a perceived threat to U.S.
interests with effectiveness. None of these efforts have been purely altruistic; each assertion has been made in support of U.S. economic or security interests. It is time, once again, for the U.S. to assert its position, especially given China's encroachment on the most strategic piece of terrain in the Western Hemisphere.
Why is Panama Still Important?
The Panamanian Isthmus is the most strategic piece of terrain in the Western
Hemisphere. Until the Northwest Passage thaws to the point where it no longer restricts maritime traffic, the Panama Canal is the shortest nautical distance between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. Panama offers Asian markets faster access to the east coast than the U.S. intermodal system, and it provides the U.S. Navy a faster route to shift forces from one fleet's area of responsibilities to the other. According to the U.S. Because of its key geostrategic location and role in global trade, Panama is vital to the prosperity and security of the United States. We wish to see Panama as a secure, prosperous, and democratic country that continues to view the U.S. as its partner of choice. Militarily, the U.S. will soon be able to move its aircraft carriers through the canal, bypassing a 24-day detour around the Cape of South America. This 48-mile passage through a country little more than a 100 years old is economically and militarily strategic for the United States, and correspondingly important to U.S. adversaries. canal's role with regard to U.S. trade is growing and is expected to increase with the expansion of the canal to accept super container ships by 2014. 23 The United States relies on the canal for a two-way sea-route for all, and while its carriers will not be able to transit the canal until completion of construction of the third canal in 2014, the U.S.
China in the Former
has already demonstrated a capability to rapidly seize the Panama Canal, if necessary.
But free passage through the canal extends U.S. global reach and prevents the U.S.
Navy from being geographically split. U.S. diffidence to the growth of Chinese control of ports signals our lack of attention or perhaps over-commitment elsewhere in the world that invites a threat to our southern flank.
Another near-term security threat to the United States in Panama is the potential export of terrorism to the U.S. by way of the narco-vectors. Venezuelan President Hugo
Chavez's bellicose rhetoric and his demonstrated relationships with known antidemocracy actors (Iran, North Korea, China, and Russia) threaten stability in the region.
While overt aggression from Venezuela would certainly be illogical, state-sponsored terrorism to threaten the locks and ultimately our passage of the Canal Zone could potentially pull the United States into one more conflict than we are prepared to absorb.
With the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia (FARC) already threatening
Panama's remote and densely forested Darien Province, Venezuelan-sponsored terrorists threats to the canal (which would impact the U.S.) are not hard to conceive. 
